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Introduction 
Research ethics have become a central issue in educational research and no research 
can be conducted without due regard to ethics. Regulatory frameworks and 
regulatory bodies have been established to manage and approve research ethics protocols. 
Hence, data gathering for an educational research project can only begin once ethical 
clearance has been sought, approved and a certicate of ethical clearance has been 
issued. For most research conducted in higher education, ethical clearance applications 
are managed and processed through dedicated structures within the institution. 
Since research ethics are a central issue in educational research, this chapter will 

present an overview of the founding knowledge that informs ethical practices, the 
key issues that need to be considered in research ethics and the process of application 
for ethical clearance. This chapter will focus on the following: 
 � What is meant by research ethics? 
 � What are the key dilemmas in conducting educational research? 
 � What are some of the ethical issues in dierent approaches to research? 
 � What ethical considerations should be taken into account within a research 
project?

What are research ethics?
Ethics are closely associated with morals and involve embracing moral issues in 
the context of working with humans (Gregory, 2003). Ethics have now evolved to 
include issues beyond humans, incorporating a respect for and conservation of the 
environment. Ethics are also located within human rights and democracy discourses. 
With respect to the latter, society has become sensitive to the idea that the rights 
of people should be protected, particularly those who are vulnerable. The rights 
of South African citizens are, for example, enshrined in the Bill of Rights of the 
Constitution of the Republic of South Africa, 1996.
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According Burgess (1989), ethical questions are the subject of interdisciplinary 
deliberations. Over the years philosophers have examined ethical issues in abstract 
terms, whereas sociologists and psychologists have focused on extreme cases and 
research ‘scandals’ to highlight ethical issues in research. In the contemporary world, 
ethics should be the concern of all researchers and they should have a critical 
awareness of potential ethical risks when performing research on an everyday basis. 
Broadly, there are three dierent perspectives on ethics:
1.  Ethics as a disposition: This perspective is derived from Aristotle’s notion of virtues 
that a person possesses, such as justice, generosity and honesty. Ethics in this 
instance is a disposition. 

2.  Ethics as duty: This perspective is derived from Kant, and it focuses on the duty 
humans (as rational beings) have to act in ways that show respect to other human 
beings.

3.  Ethics as utilitarian: This perspective relates to guiding principles for ethical 
conduct that should benet a majority of people. 

All three of these perspectives are important and they should not be seen as mutually 
exclusive. Educational researchers should be aware of all of them; however, it is the 
latter one that dominates approaches to ethics within institutions where educational 
research is conducted. 
The Oxford Dictionary denes ethics as: ‘moral principles that govern a person’s 

behaviour or the conducting of an activity [… or] the branch of knowledge that 
deals with moral principles’ (http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/denition/
english/ethics). This denition focuses on moral principles and guidelines for 
human behaviour. However, such denitions tell us very little about ethics related to 
the daily activities of researchers, teachers, learners and practitioners. In fact, the work 
of most educational researchers proceeds unnoticed, and it is only with hindsight 
that they become aware of decisions made that could have done harm in some way. 
Therefore, ethics in educational research should focus on creating awareness among 
researchers about how their daily decisions could potentially harm human beings 
and the environment. 
Researchers, who are representatives of powerful institutions such as universities, 

can use their power negatively and exploit members of society who seemingly 
hold less powerful positions, such as those who are poor, women, people of colour, 
children, and so on. It is therefore important for all researchers, particularly those 
who work directly with human beings, to carefully identify possible ethical risks 
and to take the necessary steps to reduce such risks. Of course, many ethical issues 
only emerge during the investigation and they cannot always be pre-empted. 
Moreover, ethical questions are not always clear-cut and are often controversial. 
Ethical standards also dier depending on the type of research that is conducted. 
However, an understanding of what research ethics entail, what the major ethical 
dilemmas in education research are, and what ethical considerations should be taken 
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in consideration when conducting a research project would assist researchers in 
mitigating ethical risks. 

Key ethical dilemmas and how to overcome them 
Burgess (1989) identied four ethical dilemmas that are relevant to educational 
research: research sponsorship, research relations, informed consent and data 
dissemination. These continue to remain key ethical dilemmas and concerns that 
should receive consideration by researchers.

Research sponsorship 
A sponsor of research is any person or body that funds research or allows researchers 
access to data. Sponsors could be governments, national funding bodies such as the 
National Research Foundation (NRF), the corporate sector, private organisations 
or private individuals. Research sponsorship relates to the intervention of sponsors 
in research activities. It concerns the extent to which sponsors inuence dierent 
aspects of the research process, such as the research questions posed and well as the 
ndings of the research. Funders could play a gatekeeping role whereby they will 
only fund a research project if it meets their own requirements. They could also 
claim ownership of data and prevent the publication of ndings. 
There have not been many research scandals in educational research — or at least 

not many have been made public. However, there was one documented case worth 
mentioning. In Britain, Maurice Punch conducted research at Dartington Hall, an 
independent progressive school in the south-west of England. He had signed an 
agreement that his research would only be published if the chairman of the Trust of 
Dartington Hall provided written consent for the publication of the research. As a 
consequence, Punch had diculties in publishing his research and it took a battle of 15 
years before he could do so. This case raised issues concerning research sponsorship, 
condentiality, identication, freedom to publish and the nature of professional 
standards (Punch, 1986). In most cases ethical dilemmas can be mitigated by written 
agreements between sponsors and researchers, but the contents of such agreements 
must be carefully considered so that no harm is done to research participants and 
academic freedom is not unreasonably curtailed.

Research relations 
This relates to the relationship between the researcher and the researched. Burgess 
(1989: 5) argues that research relations concern questions of access, power, harm, 
deception, secrecy and condentiality and that all of these should be considered 
and resolved by the researcher. Most educational researchers are associated with 
universities and this produces a power dierential when working with vulnerable 
groups in society such as women, children and those marginalised based on race, 
religion, sexual orientation, HIV/AIDS status, and so on. It is therefore important 
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that researchers take care not to exploit vulnerable groups that they are researching 
and that they remain conscious of the eects that their positions as university-based 
researchers might have on the researched. Moreover, when negotiating access to 
settings, researchers should familiarise themselves with the protocols of communities 
such as religious communities and indigenous communities. 
Ethical dilemmas related to research relations could be overcome through 

collaboration in participatory approaches to research, whereby communities are able 
to participate in many aspects of the research process and where the benets for both 
research participants and the researcher are negotiated. 

Informed consent 
Informed consent holds a key place in research ethics and concerns the voluntary 
consent of an individual to participate in research. The British Educational Research 
Association (BERA) (2011) points out that the rst step in obtaining consent is 
for researchers to ensure that participants understand the process that they are 
engaging in, why their participation is required, who will use the research ndings 
and how it will be reported. The researcher should also inform participants that they 
have the right to, at any stage, withdraw from participating in the research process 
without providing any reasons for doing so. In cases where cultures adopt a collective 
approach to consent, this needs to be respected by researchers. If research is done 
in public schools, then permission must be obtained from provincial departments 
of education (PDEs), and in the case of minors, the consent of parents or guardians 
is required. Universities ensure that the principle of informed consent is respected 
through including this as a criterion for granting ethical clearance. Ultimately, the 
researcher has the responsibility to apply this principle. An area that does provide a 
challenge is when important information is obtained from research participants in 
informal conversations, for which consent was not obtained.

Data dissemination 
Data dissemination is also a key area where ethical considerations are involved, 
including a range of aspects such as condentiality, the extent to which data can 
be reported back and the extent to which research reports can be used by policy 
makers and in educational practice. In disseminating data, researchers should ensure 
that they accord participants the right to condentiality and anonymity — unless 
the participants or their guardians have waived this right. One of the advantages of 
member-checking, used in qualitative research, is that it gives research participants 
an opportunity to comment on both interview transcripts and interpretations of 
interviews. This mitigates the possibility of misrepresentation of participants by 
researchers. Data security and the ethics around data dissemination are normally 
taken into consideration by ethics committees in universities as part of the ethical 
clearance process. 
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Ethics within different approaches to educational research 
Before specically discussing ethical issues that may arise due to certain approaches 
to research, some general points will be raised about the integrity of the research 
process. It is fundamental that researchers ensure the integrity of the entire research 
process, which means, among other things:
 � that they ensure their research is trustworthy (valid and reliable)
 � that their ndings are based on evidence
 � that their arguments can be justied
 � that they follow acceptable guidelines for conducting research within the chosen 
research paradigm. 

According to Howe and Moses, issues of integrity of data are salient ethical matters. 
They write: ‘For both quantitative and qualitative research studies, the integrity of 
the research is determined by the authenticity of data, proper data representation, and 
political issues surrounding research ndings’ (1999: 29). If researchers do not ensure 
the integrity of their research, they can be guilty of misconduct should they bring 
research into disrepute in any way. BERA (2011: 10) identies various actions that 
could result in researchers being guilty of misconduct, namely:
 � falsifying research evidence or ndings
 � sensationalising ndings in order to gain maximum exposure
 � deliberately distorting ndings by selectively publishing some aspects and not 
others

 � criticising other researchers in a defamatory or unprofessional manner
 � undertaking work for which there is a perceived conict of interest or for 
personal gain

 � undertaking work for which they are not qualied
 � publishing work carried out with co-researchers as the basis of individual outputs 
without the agreement of the co-researchers

 � using research for fraudulent or illegal purposes.

The ethical considerations discussed earlier apply to all research conducted in 
education. But there are instances where particular research approaches or designs 
give rise to unique ethical dilemmas. 
Firstly, in the case of experimental or quasi-experimental designs, an intervention 

is introduced to an experimental group and not to a control group. Say, for example, 
a computer-mediated programme is introduced into a school to see whether it 
improves learners’ performance in physical science. The programme is introduced to 
the experimental group, whereas the control group continues with the normal lecture 
method which both groups received prior to the intervention. If, for example, the 
intervention results in a signicant improvement in learners’ achievement in physical 
science, then the control group would have been denied an important learning 
experience. Such a design would be unethical in educational research. There are 
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other designs that could be used in education, such as evaluation designs, which 
do not require the use of a control. Evaluation designs might be less rigorous than 
experimental designs, but ethically more sound for use in educational research.
Interpretive (qualitative) research – and in particular the ‘thick description’ that 

characterises this kind of research – presents its own challenges. One challenge is how 
accurately the narratives of participants are presented. Moreover, if these narratives 
are co-constructed with participants, the question arises as to who owns the data and 
how much power participants have to challenge and edit the data (Howe & Moses, 
1999: 44). Another matter in qualitative research is the problem of anonymity. Even 
though the names of schools, teachers and learners are not divulged in qualitative 
studies, because the contexts of such studies are often described thickly, it is possible 
through such descriptions to identify research sites and participants. It is important 
that researchers reect on these ethical challenges, mitigate the risks and openly 
acknowledge in their research reports the dilemmas which emerge in such studies.
In the case of action research, for example, researchers’ own reections as part 

of the inquiry could impinge on others, such as when a person has the dual role 
of being both teacher and researcher (see Chapter 30 for more on action research). 
According to BERA, ‘dual roles may also introduce explicit tensions in areas such as 
condentiality and must be addressed accordingly’ (2011: 5). 
In summary, there are ethical matters that all researchers should take into 

consideration, but there are also particular ethical issues that certain research 
approaches or designs lay bare. 

Domains of ethical consideration within a research project 
There are various domains within the research process that require ethical 
consideration and that are subject to ethical clearance with an ethical clearance 
certicate number before commencement of the research process. This section of 
the chapter presents the domains of research that involve ethical considerations and 
discusses what is expected of researchers within these considerations. 
Bearing in mind that research institutions are mandated to provide ethical 

clearance for most research projects conducted by researchers aliated to the 
research institution, the requirements for obtaining such clearance may be dierent 
across institutions. The general process is that the research proposal is developed and 
accepted for scientic merit before ethical clearance is applied for. The approval of 
a research proposal is generally done by a faculty research board, a college research 
board or a university research committee and is peer-driven, meaning that peers who 
are experts in the research area will review the proposal for scientic rigour. (See 
Chapter 28 for details on writing a rigorous research proposal.) 
Once the research proposal has been accepted, an ethical clearance application is 

made to the research ethics committee, normally facilitated through an application 
form processed through the faculty research o ce. It is not uncommon for the 
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research ethics committee to also review the scientic merits of the proposal in 
addition to the ethical clearance application. This is done to ensure that there are 
checks along the way to ensure high standards of ethics in research. Some institutions 
review the research proposal and ethical clearance applications simultaneously. The 
dierent ways of reviewing ethical clearance applications impact on the time it takes 
to award an ethical clearance certicate. Some processes take up to a month for 
ethical clearance approval, while some may take six months to a year. This means 
that the timeframe for the research may have to be adjusted and in certain cases this 
may cause substantial disruption to the research agenda. 
There are also dierent levels of ethics consideration in research proposals. Some 

proposals may have few ethical issues, for example desktop research, literature studies 
or studies that do not include humans or animals. Ethical clearance for these kinds 
of research is usually gained in a short amount of time. Some research proposals 
involve the collection of data from very sensitive participants (such as vulnerable 
children, people living in poor socio-economic conditions or mentally compromised 
individuals) or animals that are on the endangered species list. These proposals would 
require greater scrutiny for ethical standards that have been set globally and therefore 
may take up to a year to approve. 
In designing a research agenda, the researcher must keep in mind the ethical issues 

that would need to be addressed and what processes would need to be followed in 
obtaining ethical clearance. Some institutions use coding systems to identify the 
dierent levels of ethical clearance that are required of a research proposal. Using 
a coded system may speed up the ethical clearance approval process for a research 
protocol (used synonymously with ‘research proposal’) where no humans or animals 
are involved in the data collection process.
For the purposes of this chapter, the domains of ethical clearance consideration 

include scientic validity, data management, informed consent, gatekeeper’s consent, 
risk assessment and other considerations of ethics. These are discussed in the sections 
that follow.

Scientific validity of the research 
This domain of ethics requires a review of the coherence within the research 
protocol. Specically, it looks for alignment between research topic, research 
purpose (aims and objectives) and research questions, and that these elements cohere. 
Having established this alignment, the next process is to review the participants 
(sample and population) from whom data will be collected. The appropriateness of 
the participants and the process of sampling needs to be clearly spelt out so that there 
is an alignment between the information required for the answering of the research 
questions and the source of this information. Ethical issues arise when information 
is obtained from secondary sources without the consent of the primary target 
participant. Correctness, trustworthiness and biases are addressed through a review of 
who the participants are and how they are recruited into the data generation process. 
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The participant recruitment process (sampling process) needs to be clearly 
spelt out in the protocol. The sampling process has implications for the ndings 
of the research project. For example, in extrapolation studies, it is important to 
use an appropriate probability sampling process (eg random sampling) in order 
to make generative statements about a population (eg teachers). For studies that 
seek to understand a particular phenomenon, perhaps a purposive sampling process 
would be most appropriate, as information-rich cases would provide the depth of 
information required for understanding the phenomenon under consideration. The 
ethical considerations associated with the selection of participants are that the most 
appropriate participants should be selected for the intention of the research agenda, 
so that the ndings are acceptable, defensible and not biased.
The scientic validity screening would also require the submission of the research 

instruments through which the data will be collected. For example, if a survey is 
intended, a questionnaire would be required with the ethical clearance application 
form. The questionnaire will be reviewed in terms of the nature of the questions 
that are being asked of the respondent, whether the questions align themselves to the 
research questions of the research project, and whether the questions refrain from 
being hurtful or have the potential to evoke emotional trauma in the participants. 
All data collection instruments that will be used in the study would have to be 
subjected to review. Examples of data collection instruments include questionnaires, 
validated test instruments and scales (eg psychological tests), interview schedules and 
observation schedules. A review of the questions in these instruments is done to 
evaluate their alignment to the research questions for the study and their potential 
eects on the participants. 
Some participants may react adversely to some of the questions in the data 

collection instrument and these reactions may require counselling or medical 
support. Such reactions are a real possibility and can lead to harm to the participants, 
and as such the researcher needs to anticipate these kinds of reactions and account 
for how he or she would support the participant in such situations. The support 
process to provide assistance to the participants needs to be clearly spelt out in the 
ethical clearance application so that judgements can be made about the nature of 
questions that will be asked by the researcher, the potential harm that these questions 
may cause the participant and the su ciency of support aorded to the participants 
to minimise the potential harm.

Participants’ rights and responsibilities in the research process 
The identication and selection of participants in the research process raise issues 
of ethical concern. Participants who are vulnerable or who are not able to make 
informed decisions are cause for ethical concern. Working within a human rights 
discourse and its associated responsibility values means that participants need 
protection. The ethical requirement of protecting participants’ rights is a central 
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issue in research ethics. Participants must know their rights and limitations within 
the research process. These rights include:
 � the right to full disclosure of the research intentions
 � the right to full disclosure of the nature of the participants’ involvement within 
the research design

 � the right to full disclosure of the potential risks to the participants
 � condentiality of information provided by participants
 � the ability to withdraw from the research process without any consequences to 
the participants. 

Full disclosure and the participants’ ability to comprehend the nature and purpose 
of the research, as well as their own involvement in the research, are issues of key 
concern in the application for ethical clearance. Hence, the review panel for ethical 
clearance applications needs to know who the participants are, how they are selected 
and whether they can comprehend the research process in order to give formal 
consent to be a participant in the research process. 
Special categories of participants have been identied as being vulnerable and 

therefore require more protection in the research process. These vulnerable groups 
of participants include, among others, children, persons who are intellectually 
or mentally impaired, persons who have experienced traumatic or stressful life 
circumstances, persons who are HIV positive, persons highly dependent on medical 
care and persons in dependent or unequal relationships. The ethical considerations 
when using these groups of participants revolve around:
 � the protection of the anonymity of respondents 
 � the condentiality of the information provided by these participants
 � the prevention of social stigmatisation 
 � the prevention of victimisation
 � the support services that need to be put in place to support adverse reactions to 
participation. 

Therefore, in order to use these groups of participants, additional permission 
needs to be obtained. Such additional permission could be obtained from parents 
or caregivers of children, or institutional managers for intellectually or mentally 
impaired participants. 

Data collection and data management 
The ethics associated with data collection are twofold. First, the nature of data to be 
collected may raise ethical issues. These situations include:
 � collecting condential data without the permission of participants
 � the use of stimuli, tasks or procedures which may be experienced as stressful or 
unpleasant

 � participants being required to commit acts which might diminish self-respect or 
cause embarrassment or regret

 � research using any form of deception. 
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If such data are required for the research project, then full justication is needed and 
an indication must be given of what steps will be taken to minimise the eects of 
such action on the participants. 
The second ethical consideration with data collection is the management of the 

data once collected. In the full disclosure of the research agenda and process, the 
researcher is obliged to indicate how the data will be managed once collected. For 
example:
 � Will the data be accessible to others?
 � How will the anonymity of the data source be guaranteed?
 � Where will the data be stored?
 � Who will have access to the data?
 � When will the data be disposed of?
 � How will the data be disposed of?

The responses to these questions may inuence participation in the research process 
and the participants have the right to refuse to participate in the process based on 
these responses.

Gatekeeper permission and consent from participants 
Access to research sites is a controlled activity. Researchers are not at liberty to enter 
a research site and conduct research without receiving permission to conduct the 
research. This is so for various reasons, including the need to prevent unauthorised 
disclosure of information and defamatory or reputational damage to the institution 
or organisation. The implications of such transgressions are enormous, especially 
within the context of a highly litigious society and of the social, economic and health 
concerns that it may raise. In order to access a research site, permission is needed 
from an authorised individual of an institution or an organisation. This is called 
gatekeeper’s permission. In order to obtain gatekeeper’s permission, the researcher 
needs to write formally to the authorised individual or o ce for such permission, 
giving full details of:
 � the research agenda
 � the nature of participation of the organisation or institution
 � issues of disruption that may be experienced by the institution or organisation as 
a result of the research being conducted at the site

 � the rights of the organisation or institution
 � who the participants will be
 � what kinds of information will be elicited from these participants or the 
organisation or institution

 � how the data will be managed 
 � how the data will be used.

The institution or organisation must be given the right to grant or decline permission 
for the use of its site for the research without any implications to them. The 
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gatekeeper’s permission needs to acknowledge that they understand the nature of the 
research to be conducted at their site, their rights and the nature of the permission 
they are granting for the research to be conducted.
Consent letters are participant-specic, meaning that each participant must 

consent to taking part in the research process with the understanding of his or her 
roles, responsibilities and rights within the research process. Each identied participant 
must be provided with a letter clearly indicating:
 � the research focus and purpose
 � the process of data collection
 � the management of the data
 � the nature of the participant’s involvement in the data collection process
 � the implications of participation
 � the protection of the participant’s anonymity and rights, including the right to 
refuse participation or further participation as the research unfolds without any 
consequences to him or her. 

This information letter must include the contact details of the researcher, the 
supervisor of the research and the aliated institution. These contact details are used 
for verication by the participant as well as to lodge any complaints or concerns or 
report any transgressions that may occur during the research process. This information 
letter must be handed to the participant for his or her reference. Accompanying the 
information letter is a consent form that the participant completes, signs and hands 
over to the researcher as a record of informed consent by the participant. This means 
that the information letter and the consent form must be on separate pages. The 
consent letter is a declaration that the participant understands the research process 
and his or her rights, including the right to refuse participation or to withdraw from 
the study without any consequences. 

Other considerations in the ethical process 
Research is conducted to produce knowledge. Hence, the dissemination of research 
ndings and its implications is a crucial step in the research process. The dissemination 
process is, however, subjected to ethical scrutiny. The process of disseminating the 
research ndings among the research participants is an ethical obligation of the 
researcher. This ethical obligation is to maximise the benet emanating from the 
research process. Hence, statements about the dissemination process are required in 
the ethical clearance application process. 
Some research may propose or result in post-research interventions. In such cases, 

the process of post-research intervention must be indicated so that research ndings 
are not thrust onto participants or communities without a participatory process. 
Then there are also other considerations, including impact analysis, the benets or 
conditions of funders and funder biases in the research process.
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Conclusion 
Research ethics are crucial components of any research process. No research can be 
carried out without ethical clearance approval. This chapter set out to present some 
theoretical insights into research ethics, with a view to providing a rationale for why 
research ethics are crucial to any research process. 
In this chapter, some ethical dilemmas that researchers have been faced with were 

presented, with some suggestions on how to engage with these dilemmas. Ethical 
dilemmas are a common feature of research, and often unfold when data are being 
collected, when data are being organised and analysed, when research reports are 
being written and when the research is being disseminated. Where there are no clear 
guidelines on how to resolve these ethical dilemmas, consultation with experts and 
supervisors would be needed. 
Ethical clearance application processes may dier across institutions. There are, 

however, some core issues and processes that need to be followed in making ethical 
clearance applications. This chapter presented insights on and an account of what is 
expected from applicants on these core issues. Ethical practice commences from the 
conceptualisation of the research process to beyond the dissemination of the research 
ndings (sometimes decades after the research process was completed). Hence, 
researchers are cautioned to consider issues of ethics beyond just the connes and 
duration of the research project, as these could have latent implications. 
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Article sample 1 

 

Critical Analysis of Sumekto’s (2018) Investigating the Influence of Think-Pair-Share Approach 

Toward Students’ Reading Achievement 

 

INTRODUCTION 

A study has been done by Sumekto’s (2018) about the influence of the think-pair-share 

approach toward ninth-graders’ reading achievement. The researcher conducts the data 

through a mixed-method under Classroom Action Research (CAR) design. Then, 35 participants 

participated in this study consisting of 20 females and 15 males of ninth-graders from public 

secondary school in Pandowoharjo. There are two research purposes of this study which are 

to find out the influence of the think-pair-share approach in ninth-graders’ reading 

achievement and to find out whether the think-pair-share approach increases the ninth-grade 

students’ reading performance or not. The result for the first research purpose shows that 

students’ reading achievement is still the same, namely the lack of mastered vocabulary and 

details the meaning of the vocabularies in text. For the second research purpose, the result 

shows that the students’ reading achievement indicated unsatisfactory results because the 

students entirely get a minimum passing grade of 60.00. In the following discussion sections, 

this paper aims to critique the study of Sumekto’s research paper in terms of research 

paradigm and method, the ethical considerations of this study, strengths, and weaknesses, and 

also the suggestions to improve the research. 

 

DISCUSSIONS 

Analysis of Paradigm and Methods 

In this study, the researcher uses a mixed-method under CAR design to collect the data from 

the participants. The researcher has a pragmatism paradigm in which he uses the think-pair-

share approach to investigate the influence of using the approach towards students’ reading 

achievement in the context of real learning in the classroom (Rorty, 1999 in Feilzer, 2009). The 

claim is supported by the fact that the researcher adopting qualitative methods to approach 

reality which is doing the observation with the CAR technique and seek understanding in 

depths about the use of think– pair–share approach which influences students’ reading 

achievement. 
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Furthermore, the researcher uses mixed-method under CAR design in which he conducts 

observation and descriptive statistics to analyze the data collection. The researcher conducts 

a cyclical spiral namely planning, acting, observing, and reflecting (Riel, 2007 in Mertler, 2009). 

The researcher divided into 2 cycles with a time allocation of 2x45 minutes carried out in the 

first week and the second week of October. The method that is used by the researcher is 

suitable for this study because of some reasons. First, the researcher conducts observation 

which is a type of qualitative method  (Pharm, 2014) in order to determine the effect that 

occurs on students' reading achievement when using the approach that he sparked. Secondly, 

the researcher uses descriptive statistics which is a type of quantitative method to find the 

mean of the grades (Nardi, 2018) using the results of multiple-choice tests and from these 

results will be identified whether there is an increase in reading performance against students 

or not. Additionally, the participants who participated in this research were enough. 

 

Analysis of Ethical Considerations 

Furthermore, the researcher uses ethical consideration which is the four basic principles in 

research ethics (Rogers & Kelly, 2011) but incompletely. The researcher uses 3 out of 4 basic 

principles namely beneficence, non-maleficence, and justice. First, the researchers state that 

the results of his study produce positive effects on students’ reading by using a think-pair-share 

approach, one of which it might engage students’ critical thinking. It is categorized as a 

beneficence principle in research ethics as stated in Orb, Laurel & Dianne (2001) that the 

researchers must be preventing harm and do good for participants. Second, the researcher 

does the non-maleficence principle. Seen from Sumekto’s (2018) article, it is known that the 

researchers distribute the questions to the participants step by step and in no hurry. This 

ethical practice is supported by Rogers and Kelly (2011) that who described that by considering 

the non-maleficence principle, the researcher avoids doing any harm from participants. Third, 

the researcher applies the justice principle, proven when the researcher involves 20 females 

and 15 males then give the same questions and not discriminate. It means that the researcher 

does fairness and equality to the participants (Orb, Laurel, & Dianne, 2001). 

Additionally, besides 3 out of 4 basic principles used by researchers, there are two other 

principles that are not used, namely confidentiality and autonomy. First, seen from Sumekto’s 

(2018) article, he shows the name of the teacher and also the name of the school which is 
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being researched. That indicates that the researcher does not apply confidentiality. While, in 

the research setting, confidentiality is about private information which is an important thing to 

participants (Giordani, O'Reilly, Taylor, & Dogra, 2007). Second, the researcher doesn’t apply 

autonomy. Orb, Laurel, & Dianne (2001) stated that the researcher needs to respect 

participants’ rights such as to be informed about the study, free to decide whether the 

participants will participate in a study or not. This is proven in Sumekto’s (2018) article that he 

does not mention in his paper that his participants were informed by using an informed 

consent form. 

 

Analysis on Strengths and Weaknesses, and Suggestion to Improve the Research 

There are 3 strengths and 3 weaknesses that I find this article. Therefore, I give suggestions to 

improve this research study. The strengths of this paper are, first, the methods that use are 

suitable for the questions. Second, the researcher uses 3 out of 4 basic principles in this study. 

Last, the participants that participate in this study were enough. On the other side, the 

weakness is, first, the researchers did not mention in his paper whether he use informed 

consent and informed consent form or not while doing the observation. Second, the researcher 

does not apply the Autonomy principle and Confidentiality principle while doing the research. 

Third, the information of the participants can be identified. Even though this research has some 

strengths, but the researcher needs to improve this research to prevent these weaknesses 

happens again. The suggestion is the researcher should write in his paper whether he uses the 

informed consent form or not so that the information in his paper is complete. If he does not 

write that in his paper, people who read the paper will assume that he does not use the 

informed consent form in his research. Moreover, Researchers should use pseudonyms in 

writing the name of the teacher and the name of the school institution so that no identifiable 

information occurs. As found in Allen and Wiles (2016) that pseudonyms not about the 

technical procedure but doing renaming has psychological meaning will not only be good for 

the participants or the content but also the research process. 

 

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, some points need emphasis. First, the researcher uses the mixed-method under 

CAR design doing this research and uses the pragmatism paradigm to analyze the research. 

Second, the researcher uses 1) observation which is a qualitative method to answer “How does 
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think-pair-share approach influence the ninth-grade students’ reading activity?” and 2) 

descriptive statistic which is a quantitative method to answer “Does think-pair-share approach 

increase the ninth-grade students’ reading performance?”. Third, the researcher applied 3 out 

of 4 basic principles in research ethics which are beneficence, non-maleficence, and justice. 

Last but not least, the researcher has strength in the method that he uses which suitable for 

the RQs and enough participants. But, the researcher still needs suggestions to improve this 

study. This research will be better if the researcher uses pseudonyms and also write on the 

paper about the information of using an informed consent form while researching to make the 

paper more complete, not misunderstanding for the readers, and not ambiguous.  
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Student essay sample 2 

 

Critical Analysis on Subekti’s (2018) “L2 Motivational Self-System and L2 

Achievement: A Study of Indonesian EAP Learners” 

 

INTRODUCTION 

In this article, the researcher intended to find a relationship between L2 motivational 

self-system (L2MSS) of L2 learners together with their L2 learning experiences and their 

achievements. As what the researcher once stated that the studies using L2MSS in Indonesia 

are still rarely conducted. Thus, she aimed to conduct this study to advance the motivational 

study with L2MSS in Indonesia. The participants who were participated in this study were 56 

students of English Biotechnology class in Indonesia. They participated in the study by filling 

some adapted questionnaires from the researcher. After the answers are kept, the result then 

showed that there is no significant relationship between L2 self-system and L2 learning 

experiences with the L2 achievements of the participants. The analysis on method and ethical 

consideration of the article, and a suggestion to improve will be explained in the following 

discussion sections. 

DISCUSSIONS 

Analysis on the research paradigms and methods 

The researcher had a positivist paradigm in which she used a quantitative method in her 

research (Daniel, 2016). She contributed questionnaires to the participants for conducting her 

research. Furthermore, she investigated three research questions. The researcher likewise used 

three different approaches for each of them. The first was answered with a descriptive statistic. 

A descriptive statistic is designed to provide statistic pictures (Stangor, 2011 p.14). The second 

research question was conducted by using linear correlation formula since the purpose of it was 

to find the relationship between two variables (Stangor, 2011 p.14) namely; the L2MSS of the 

learners and the learners’ achievements. The last research question was answered by using 

linear regression formula in which the researcher intended to find the effect of one variable to 

another variable (Stangor, 2011 p.168). 
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The method that the researcher used for her study was suitable because of several 

reasons. The first reason is the number of participants who participated in the research is 

enough which is 56 participants. Richie, Lewis, Elarn, Tennant, and Rahim (2014) in Sim, 

Saunders, Waterfield, and Kingstone (2018) stated that the minimum number of participants 

for quantitative research is 50. It is because, in quantitative research, the larger population 

enables for quantitative research to be generalised (Daniel, 2016). Moreover, the large 

population likewise will represent the relevance of the research (Daniel, 2016). The second 

reason is the researcher contributed the questionnaires for conducting her quantitative research. 

Questionnaire is one of the ways to conduct a quantitative research that shows the clarity of 

questions (Shone, 2013 p.48). The third reason is related to the nature of quantitative research. 

Williams (2007) stated that quantitative research requires numerical data. Moreover, it 

encompasses statistical and numerical data. In relation to that, the researcher used numerical 

data to support the clarity of the result in her research article. 

Analysis on the ethical considerations 

The researcher has applied some research ethics principles in the research that she was 

conducted. The first research ethics that the researcher applied was autonomy in which the 

researcher used informed consent to make sure that the participants were participating in her 

research voluntarily. Hence, they can cancel their participation whenever they need or want to 

(Fouka & Mantzorou, 2011). The second research ethics that she applied was justice in which 

the researcher did translate the questionnaire that she adapted from Taguchi et al’s (2009). The 

questionnaire may be written in English, thus, she needed to translate the questionnaire into the 

participants’ L1. Therefore, the participants would not experience a language barrier. Akaranga 

and Makau (2016) argued that the fairness of a research included collaborative effort as what 

the researcher did in her research study where she considered to translate the questionnaire into 

the participants’ L1 to avoid some confusion and misunderstanding. The third research ethics 

that was applied was anonymity. It is about protecting the participants’ identity to respect their 

dignity (Fouka & Mantzorou, 2011). The last research ethics  that the researcher applied was 

beneficence. It is about avoiding a harmful action for the participants (Fouka & Mantzorou, 

2011). In her research study, the researcher respected the participants’ learning time, thus, she 

merely distributed the questionnaire in the last meeting of the semester. 
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Suggestions to improve the research/research paper 

The researcher used quantitative method to conduct her research which means that the 

result of the findings can be generalised (Daniel, 2016). Yet, the researcher may be overstated 

about the title and the context. On the title, the researcher mentioned the word ‘Indonesian’ 

while in her research, the participants were just 56 people. According to Morse, 1991, the wide 

generalisation needs to have more than 250 participants as a sample size for a wider 

generalisation. Thus, the researcher may change the title that more represents the content or 

she may do the research with more participants. 

CONCLUSION 

The research article titled “L2 Motivational Self System and L2 Achievement: A Study 

of Indonesian EAP Learners” by Subekti, 2018 indicated to find a relationship between L2 

motivational self-system (L2MSS) and the participants’ L2 achievement. The participants who 

were participated in this research were 56 students of English Biotechnology class in Indonesia. 

In conducting the research, the researcher used quantitative method and the research paradigm 

that she had was a positivist paradigm (Daniel, 2016). She inquired three research questions 

and used three different approaches to carry out the results of the findings. Moreover, the 

researcher did not disregard the research principles. She applied four research ethics principles, 

namely autonomy, justice, anonymity, and beneficence. Since the researcher applied several 

research ethics principles, the research article may be said good overall. Yet, the researcher 

overstated her title. The participants were not enough to be generalised (Morse, 1991) since it 

was just 56 participants while she indicated her research to represent the Indonesian context. 

Hence, the researcher may conduct her research with a wider sample size for a wider 

generalisation or she may revise her title into the one that is more representative to the content 

she made. 
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Student essay sample 3 
 

Critical Analysis on Yanto’s and Nugraha’s (2018) “Video viewing as a mediation 

of learning content-based vocabulary: Assisting students in understanding 

disciplinary vocabulary in context” 

 

INTRODUCTION 

This article is about the study that done by Yanto and Nugraha (2018) to find the 

effectiveness of video viewing to assist the students learning in specific vocabulary. The 

study took place in West Java in a private secondary Islamic boarding school. In this study, 

the researchers used action research with 30 students as the participants. The purposes 

of this study are the researchers want to find how far vocabulary self-collection strategy 

(VSS) and video viewing help the students in mastery specific vocabulary and the 

students’ responses toward the used of VSS.  The results show that the students have 

positive feedbacks and subjectively the students felt their vocabulary was improved. In 

the following discussion, this paper will explain further about the critique on some points, 

which are the research paradigm and method, ethical consideration, strength and 

weaknesses, and finally some suggestions to improve this research.  

DISCUSSIONS 

Analysis on the research paradigms and methods 

In this article, the researchers used action research approach. In order to analyze and 

collect the data, the researchers used interview, students’ reflective journals, and 

observation. From those type of data collections, the researchers could be categorized as 

interpretivism, since the researchers tend to explore on the participants personal 

experiences and the phenomenon which occur in the participants environment (Orb, 

Eisenhauer, & Wynaden, 2001; Goldkuhl, 2012). In order to answer the first research 

question, that the researchers want to see about how far VSS along with video viewing 

assist the students to develop in order to learn disciplinary vocabulary, based on the 

paradigm, the type of data collection are not suitable, since the data are based on personal 

view and experience (Cohen, Manion, & Morrison, 2007).  
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Besides that, on the using of action research as the approach that used by the researchers 

on this article, there is an important point which omitted by the researchers. Action 

research is conduct to reflect and evaluate the way of teaching in order to improve the 

teaching and learning activities which occur in the researcher’ teaching context (Burns, 

2010). Moreover, Burns (2010) further stated that researcher’ reflection is one of the 

essential points in action research. Yet, in this article, the researchers not clearly mention 

about their reflection towards their research in order to indicate whether the action that 

they implement could be continued for further teaching process or not. 

Analysis on the ethical considerations 

However, about the ethical consideration, the researchers have presented a good practice 

of some points on research ethics. The first point is the used of informed consent to have 

permission from the participants and participants’ guide. This is shows that the 

researchers really respect the rights of the participants whether they want to participate 

on the research or decline to join the research (Cohen, et al., 2007; Orb, et al., 2001). 

Moreover, the researchers also asked for permission when the researchers conducted 

semi-structured interview with the students. In doing the interview, to avoid the miss 

understanding or miss conception, the researchers used Indonesian language where the 

students speak well. In here, the researchers really show one of the research ethics that 

is non-maleficence where the needs of the participants come first and it should not harm 

the participants (Cohen, et al., 2007). Moreover, since action research is conduct for 

improving the teaching context (Burns, 2010), based on the findings in this article, it 

shows that the participants shows positive feedback toward the used of VSS and video 

viewing. In here the researchers also consider about one of the research ethics where the 

research should have benefit for the participants (Orb, et al., 2001). 

Suggestions to improve the research/research paper 

In this article, I have found the strength that could be a good example of practice and also 

some weaknesses that need to improve. The first weakness that I found in this article is 

the used of interview, students’ reflective journals, and observation in order to view the 

development of the students regarding to the used of VSS and video viewing to assist 

students’ mastery in disciplinary vocabulary. As mentioned earlier, this type data 

collection is to see deeper on the participants personal perspectives where it cannot be 
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an indicator to see the development of all students since the data remains unique (Orb, 

et al., 2001; Goldkuhl, 2012). Based on Cohen, et al., (2007), that will be better if the 

researchers use quantitative data collection where it provides numerical and statistical 

data and it also easier to track the development and how far the students have developed. 

Furthermore, in this research, the researchers used action research where this kind of 

approach is use to reflect, evaluate, and improve teaching context. Regarding to this, 

researchers’ reflection towards their research is an important point since it will show 

how good or how relevant their action towards the context that they observe (Burns, 

2010). Besides those weaknesses, the researchers have positive point on the ethical 

consideration. The researchers really pay attention to the autonomy of the participants 

and also decrease the possibility of harmful action to the participants. 

CONCLUSION  

To summarize, in Yanto’s and Nugraha’s (2018) article, there are some positive points 

that I want to emphasize. The first point is the used of informed consent and the non-

maleficence aspect where the researchers really respect the participants’ autonomy. 

Moreover, the used Indonesian language to interview students in order to avoid miss 

understanding could be considered as positive point since it would make the students 

feel more comfort while interviewed by the researchers (Cohen, et al., 2007; Orb, et al., 

2001). Yet, this article still has some weaknesses on the use of data collection and the 

approach that need to improve in future research. 
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Student essay sample 4 
 

Critical Analysis on Yanto’s and Nugraha’s (2018) “Video viewing as a mediation 

of learning content-based vocabulary: Assisting students in understanding 

disciplinary vocabulary in context” 

 

INTRODUCTION 

A research has been done by Yanto and Nugraha (2018) about using video viewing as a 

mediation of learning content-based vocabulary for helping students in learning 

vocabulary in context. The researchers conducted their research on private secondary 

Islamic boarding school. The research was conducted through Classroom Research 

Analysis (CAR) approach and qualitative method. The researchers have two purposes in 

this research. First, to measure or gauge to what extent Video Self-collection Strategy 

(VSS) and video viewing can assist the students to improve their specialized vocabulary. 

Second, to know the students' responses of the use of VSS. To reach these two purposes, 

the researchers collected the data through observation, interview, and students' 

reflective journal. The result of this research show that VSS and video-viewing have 

considerable positive effect on helping students improve their vocabulary. Besides that, 

based on the students’ personal journal the students also gave positive response to the 

use of VSS. In the following paragraphs, this paper will critique the research of Yanto and 

Nugraha in terms of research paradigm and method, the appraisals on ethical 

consideration, and suggestions to improve the research. 

DISCUSSIONS 

Analysis on the research paradigms and methods 

In this article, the researchers used action research approach. In order to analyze and to 

collect the data, the researchers used interview, students’ reflective journals, and 

observation. From those type of data collection, the researchers could be categorized as 

interpretivism, since the researchers tend to explore on the participants personal In 

Yanto's and Nugraha's paper, they did not mention directly the method that they used, but the 

methods that they used to collect the data were observation, interview, and students' reflective 
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journal. Observation, documents (textual or visual) analysis, interview (Individual or group) are 

method of collecting data of qualitative method (Gill, et al., 2008). By using qualitative method, 

the researchers automatically use interpretivism as the research paradigm. As Johnson and 

Onwuegbuzie (2013) stated that people who use qualitative method can be called interpretivist. 

Thus, it can be concluded that the researchers use qualitative method and interpretivism for this 

research. 

Based on the research question, which aim to know the effectiveness of the method and 

the students’ improvement, the method that the researchers use for this study is not quite 

fit. If the aim is to know the improvement and the response of the students, it will be 

better to use the data that can be generalized. Observation, documents analysis, and 

interview can give rich and thick description, yet because of this particularity the data is 

unique and cannot be generalized. The richness and the thickness of the data is one of the 

special traits from qualitative method (Johnson & Onwuegbuzie, 2013). It may be more 

compatible if the researchers use mixed method or quantitative method. Both of those 

two methods can give data that can be generalized (Johnson & Onwuegbuzie, 2013). The 

aspect that compatible between the qualitative method and this research is the number 

of participants which were thirty students. 

Analysis on the ethical considerations  

Furthermore, the researchers use four ethical considerations on this research which are 

autonomy, confidentiality, non-maleficence, and beneficence. First, the researchers did 

not force the students to become the participants for this research. The researchers even 

asked a permission from the students’ parents. Thus, the participation of the students 

was voluntarily. It means that the research fulfills the autonomy aspect. It is supported 

by Vanclay, et al. (2013) stated that the participants should have freedom to choose 

whether they want to join the research or not. Besides giving the students freedom to 

choose, the confidentiality aspect of this research is good. The researchers did not 

mention very specific address or names. The researchers need a permission if they want 

to publish participants' information. In this regard, the researchers can use pseudonym 

to protect the information (Houghton, et al., 2010). Another things are the researchers 

use mother tongue (Indonesia) to interview the students, so there is no 

misunderstanding or misinformation (Cohen, et al., 2007). This is fulfilling the non-

maleficence aspect which is about the protection of the participants. Based on the 
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students’ reflective journal, it was found that the students claimed that they got some 

benefits from the participation of this research. A research should have benefits for the 

participant (Orb, et al., 2001). It is show that the researchers consider the aspect of 

beneficence. 

Suggestions to improve the research/research paper  

Regarding to this research, there are some suggestions to improve this study. First, the 

researchers should think about the compatibility between the research question and the 

method. The research question of this research aim to measure the improvement of the 

students and see how they respond to the method. The answer for those research 

questions may be will be more valid if it can be generalized. Yet, the methods that the 

researchers use to collect the data are observation, documents analysis, and interview. 

The result of those method is the answer that cannot be generalized, so it is not 

convincing enough. Thus, the researchers may use quantitative method or mixed method 

for this kind of research question.  

CONCLUSION  

To sum up, there are some points need to emphasized.  First, the researchers use 

interpretivism paradigm to analyze the effectiveness of video-viewing as a mediation in 

learning specialized vocabulary. Second, the researchers use qualitative method to gather 

the data and answer the two research questions. Third, the researchers use three ethical 

considerations, which are autonomy, confidentiality, and non-maleficence. Last but not 

least, the researchers have done very well on ethical consideration aspect. But, a 

suggestion is still needed. Instead of using qualitative method, it is better to use 

quantitative or mixed method for this research. 
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Student essay sample 5 

 
 

Critical Analysis of Lo’s (2018) The ESL Teachers' Willingness to Communicate in English 
 

Introduction 

A study has been done by Lo’s (2018) about willingness to communicate (WTC) using 

English among Malaysian teachers regard to gender and school locations. The researcher 

conducts the data through quantitative method with 250 participants of Malaysian teachers from 

Johor. There are two research purposes of this study which are to measure the ESL Malaysian ESL 

teachers’ WTC in English and to find out whether there is significant difference among ESL 

teachers in Malaysian regard to gender and school locations. The result from this study shows 

that the female participants are more willing to communicate rather than the male participants. 

For the second research purpose, the result shows that there are no significant differences 

between WTC in English and school locations. In the following discussion sections, this paper 

aims to critique the study of Lo’s research paper in terms of research paradigm and method, the 

appraisals on the ethical consideration, and suggestions to improve the research.  

 
Discussions 

a. Analysis on the research paradigm and method 

In doing the research, the researcher uses quantitative method to gather the data from the 

participants. In this study, the researcher investigates two research questions. Based on the 

questions, the number of the participants, and the method, the researcher tries to see the 

objective reality. It is categorized as positivism paradigm (Kaboub, 2008). Every researcher who 

is using quantitative method is a positivist people, as they try to see the reality of a phenomenon 

and explain it using logical analysis (Kaboub, 2008; Neuman, 2000).  

The method that is used by the researcher is suitable with this study because of some reasons. 

First, the researcher divides the questionnaire into two parts which are part A (Independent 

Variable): 20 items scaled designed by previous researcher and part B (Dependent variable): 

twenty items by using likert scales. Neuman (2000) stated that likert scale is used to indicate the 

participants’ agreements and disagreements. It can be used to measure reliability in quantitative 

research (Brown, 2015). It means that the use of those two parts in Lo’s (2018) are reliable. 

Secondly, in relation to the compatible method, the researcher uses correlation/association 

design to find the relationship of the ESL teachers’ WTC in English regard to their gender and 



75 
 

school locations. Creswell (2012) in Creswell (2014) stated that this formula is used to show the 

relationship between two or more variables or more. Additionally, seen from the number of the 

participants who participated in this study, it shows that the number of participants is enough. 

This good number is supported by Delice (2003) who stated that 250 participants are good 

number of the sample size number of the participants in quantitative research.  

b. Analysis on the ethical considerations 

Furthermore, the researcher has done the ethical consideration but incomplete.  Creswell 

(2014) mentioned that applying Institutional Review Board (IRB) in every college and university 

is necessary, because it provides the regulation of protecting human right in conducting a 

research. In other words, the IRB itself wants the researcher to protect its participants of the 

study in term of social, legal harm, physical, and psychological (Sieber, 1998 in Creswell, 2014). 

In responding to notice this regulation, the researcher must give an informed consent form for 

the participants so they can know what the study is and what the purpose of the study is. This 

argument is also supported by Neuman (2000) who stated informed consent form is important 

to be distributed to the participants as it provides specific information about the study. Therefore, 

the participants will know why they are being asked to participate in the research, so they can 

make decision whether or not they want to participate. However, the fact shows that, the 

researcher does not distribute anything about consent form. The researcher just tells the purpose 

of the study through asking a permission from the gatekeepers in Johor School. According to 

Creswell (2014), obtaining necessary permission is one of important things before doing a 

research. Despite the researcher does not distribute the consent form, at least the researcher has 

obtained necessary permission through asking permission to the gatekeepers.  

Furthermore, there are three research ethics that the researcher applies which are 

autonomy, beneficence, and non-maleficence. First, the researcher does not force the participants 

to be involved in the research. It is categorized as autonomy principle in research ethics as stated 

in Vanclay, Bailer & Taylor (2013) that the researcher must respect the participants’ autonomy. 

As the evidence, the researcher gives freedom to the participants by asking permission to the 

gatekeepers. In this case, the researcher does not want the participants to feel coerced to 

participate while conducting the research. It can be seen when the researcher only gets returned 

250 responses out of 320 distributed questionnaires. Second, the researcher does the 

beneficence. Seen from Lo’s (2018) article, it is known that the author tells the purpose of the 

study although there is no consent form. This ethical practice is supported by Akaranga and 

Makau (2016) who described that every researcher must tell all of information of the study. By 

doing so, the researcher minimizes risk (e.g. deception which is presenting of misinformation 
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about the study to the participants) and maximizes benefits to the participants. Third, the 

researcher applies non-maleficence because the researcher does not harm the participants. 

Akaranga and Makau (2016) stated that non-maleficence itself focuses on avoiding harm from 

participants. For instance, the researcher distributes 320 questionnaires; however, there are only 

250 responses from the participants. It means that the researcher does not force the participants 

(Neuman, 2000) to collect the total number of questionnaire that is given previously.  

c. Suggestions to improve the research paper. 

Regarding to this research, there are some suggestions for the researcher to be improved.  

First, the researcher must consider the role of research ethics. A good research has to be 

conducted based on its ethics. For instance, the important of using consent form. In doing a 

research, the researcher should distribute consent form to the participants because it is a way of 

getting permission from participants and to tell information about the purpose of the study 

(Creswell, 2014). By doing so, the researcher shows that there is not coercion to the participants. 

Yet, it will be the participants’ willingness to decide whether or not they want to involve in this 

research. Besides, from the consent form, the researcher can also get some deeper additional 

information about participants’ personal information. Thus, the researcher can contact the 

participants for the further information related to the research. 

Conclusion 

To sum up, this paper critiques three things in relation to research paradigm, methods 

and the ethical considerations. As has mentioned earlier, Lo's article uses positivism paradigm 

and quantitative method to see the reality (Kaboub, 2008). In order to see the relationship of the 

ESL teachers’ WTC in English regard to their gender and school locations, the researcher uses 

correlation/association to get the result of it. Moreover, the researcher has incompletely done 

research ethics which is distributing consent form. It is definitely good that the researcher 

obtained necessary permission by asking the gatekeepers, but not the consent form. Whereas, 

Neuman (2000) has pointed out that consent form must be distributed to the participants. Thus, 

in order to cover up the weakness of Lo's article, it is better for the future research, the researcher 

should have to make a consent form and distribute it to the participants. 
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Student essay sample 6 

 

Critical Analysis on Subekti’s (2017) “The Use of a Commercial Textbook in English 1 

Course at a University in South Korea” 

 

INTRODUCTION 

In this article, Subekti (2017) intends to evaluate the use of the commercial textbook in English 1 

course at a University in South Korea. The participants that participate are a native teacher in one 

of Korean University and two other teachers. As it is a perspective journal, the participants are 

treated as relevant data through their viewpoint about the use of a commercial textbook in 

English 1 course. By doing this research, the researcher has two research questions: (1) To what 

extent is the use of a commercial textbook in English 1 course? and (2) How is the use of a 

commercial textbook in English 1 course at the university seen from the framework of a sound 

curriculum development? Those two research questions are answered by doing an interview and 

analyzing written-document. The English 1 course has five aims that are discussion skills, reading 

skills, study skills, critical thinking, and vocabulary. The result of this study shows that the course 

book only fulfil three out of five aims of the course goals. Based on the interview, the teachers also 

claim that the textbook does not facilitate learners to achieve all the course aims. In this paper 

further will be explained the research paradigm and method, ethical consideration, strengths and 

weakness, and suggestions to improve the research article. 

 

DISCUSSIONS 

Analyzis on Paradigm and Methods 

In this study, the researcher is carried out interpretivism paradigm and qualitative methods to 

investigate the use of commercial textbook in English 1 course. Firstly, the researcher has 

interpretivism paradigm in which she attempts to gain a deeper understanding of the use of a 

commercial textbook in English 1 course and its complexity in its unique context instead of trying 

to generalize the understanding for the whole population (Creswell, 2007). The claim is 

supported by the fact that the researcher in this article is doing the direct interview with native 

teacher who is teaching in a Korean University, doing email-interview with two other teachers, 

and analyzing written-document of the textbook and course syllabus.  

Furthermore the researcher uses qualitative method in which she conducts interview and 

written-document analysis. By doing the interview, she tries to understand and explore the 

individuals or groups attribute to a social or human problem, in this case, the use of a commercial 

textbook (Creswell, 2009; Thanh & Thanh, 2015). Furthermore, she combines interview and also 

written-document analysis which are parts of the qualitative method. This statement can be 
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supported by Bowen (2009) who stated that document analysis is often used in combination with 

other qualitative research methods as a combination of methodologies in the study of exploring 

and understanding social phenomena, in this case, the use of a commercial textbook in English 

course. 

 

Analysis on Ethical Considerations 

Furthermore, the researcher uses two ethical considerations which are confidentiality and 

voluntary participation. Firstly, the researcher covers the name of the university and also the 

name of the participants in the study. Kaiser (2009) stated that before the researcher publishes 

the study, he or she has cleaned the data set of the participants so that they cannot be identified 

by the readers.  Secondly, the participants in this research are voluntary participation in the 

study. As all the opinions of the participants are put in the research article, and it already 

published, it means that all the participants are willing to participate in the research. It is 

supported by Vanclay and Baines and Taylor (2013) that stated participants have their own 

choice whether they want to participate in the study or not after they get the detail information 

about the concept of the study.  

 

Analysis on Strengths and Weakness, and Suggestion to Improve The Research 

 There are two strengths and weakness that we find in this article. Therefore, we give suggestion 

to improve this research study. First of all, in this research article, we find that the strengths are 

the suitable method in the research and the researcher uses more than one method in the 

research. Related with the first strength, the researcher uses the interview method to answer RQ 

1. This can be the strength of the research because the researcher interviews the teacher who 

teaches English 1 course in Korea. By doing an interview with this teachers,  the result of the 

interview must be trustworthy because the researcher carries out this study with the expert of 

the field which is supported by  Martnez-Mesa, et al. (2016).  Moreover, the method that the 

researcher uses to answer the RQ 2 is also suitable because the researcher uses written-document 

analyzis to get deeper information about the textbook and also does an email interview to get the 

answer of RQ 2. It is the second strength because she uses more than one method to gain a deeper 

perspective in the study. 

Even though this research has some strengths, but the researcher needs to improve on doing the 

interview. The suggestion is the researcher better to use Skype/Facetime to do the interview with 

two teacher colleague to answer RQ2 because it is better to be used. As it is found in (Stewart & 

Williams, 2005) and (Sullivan, 2012) in (Janghorban, Roudsari, Taghipour, 2014, p. 1). the 

researchers stated that “In using the web camera, the interaction will be comparable to the onsite 

equivalent for the presence of nonverbal and social cues”. It means that by seeing the facial 
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expression and also the tone of the voice, we will get more clues about the issue related with the 

use of commercial textbook in English 1 course at a University in South Korea.  

 

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, there are some points need to emphasis. First, the researcher uses the 

interpretivism paradigm to analyze the perspective of the teachers in using a commercial 

textbook in Korean University. Second, the researcher uses two qualitative methods to answer 

two research questions: 1) E-mail interview to answer “To what extent is the use of a commercial 

textbook in English 1 course?” and 2) E-mail interview and written-document analysis to answer 

“How is the use of a commercial textbook in English 1 course at the university seen from the 

framework of a sound curriculum development?”. Third, the researcher applied two ethical 

considerations, which are confidentiality and voluntary participation. Last but not least, the 

researcher has strength in conducting the method because it is suitable for the purpose of the 

study. But, a suggestion is still needed. Instead of doing email interview it is better to use Skype 

interview. 
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RESEARCH METHODOLOGY IN ELT 

Rubrics for video project 

Teacher: Adaninggar Septi Subekti, M.Sc. 

Individual recorded video presentation 
 

Total score   : 325 
Minimum score to pass  : 195 
 

 

 86-100 points 70-85 points 60-69 points 50-59 points 0-49 points 
Subject 
contents/details of 
ideas 

All/most of the 
necessary details are 
provided. Details are 
relevant to the topic 
presented. 

Most of the necessary 
details are provided. 
Very few important 
details are irrelevant. 

Some important details 
are missing or 
irrelevant. 

The analysis lacks 
details necessary for 
understanding. 

No detail is provided. 

Video contents and 
organization 

Video includes a clear 
statement of purpose.  
Messages are presented 
in a logical order, with 
relevant information 
that supports the 
video’s main ideas. 

 

Information is 
connected to a theme.  
Details are logical and 
information is relevant 
throughout most of the 
video 

 

The video lacks a 
central theme, clear 
point of view, and 
logical sequence of 
information.  Much of 
the information is 
irrelevant to the overall 
message 

Major sections are 
missing or there is lack 
of logical flow. 

There is no logical flow 
at all. 

Clarity of explanation 
and language use 

The use of the language 
maximizes 
comprehension; 
explanations are clear 
and understandable 

Most explanations are 
clear; overall meaning is 
understandable. 
 

Some explanations 
cause slight confusion 
or contain minor errors 

Serious difficulty in 
explaining ideas; there 
are several major 
errors. 
 

There is lack of 
comprehensibility. 

Introduction 
 

The introduction is 
motivating, and hooks 
the viewer from the 
beginning. 

20-25 points 

 

The introduction is clear 
and coherent and 
evokes moderate 
interest/response from 
the viewer 
15-19 points 

The introduction does 
not orient the viewer to 
what will follow 
 
10-14 points 

- - 



RESEARCH METHODOLOGY IN ELT 

Rubrics for video project 

Teacher: Adaninggar Septi Subekti, M.Sc. 

Recorded video presentation done in groups 

Video  : 50% (using rubrics in page 1) 

Group work : 50% (Closed-envelope/confidential letters on group members’ performance - can be written in English, Indonesian, or combination. As long as it 
is clear, there is no problem.) 

 

 

        Grade on video + (% group work x Grade on video) 

GRADE  = _____________________________________________________________  

     2 

 

Example: Grade on video 80; Grade on group work 85 

80 + (85% x 80) 80 + 68   148 

Grade =___________________ = ____________________ = _____________________ = 74 

  2        2   2 

 

 



RUBRICS FOR FINAL PAPER ASSESSMENT 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY IN ELT 

(Essays done in groups) 
 
ESSAY ASPECT : 50% 

Aspects 5 4 3 2 
Knowledge and 
Understanding of 
Concepts  

Student has shown a good 
understanding on the 
methodological concepts 
and ethical procedures 
used (or not) by the 
authors of the article 

Student has shown an 
adequate understanding 
on the methodological 
concepts and ethical 
procedures used (or not) 
by the authors of the 
article 

Student has shown some 
degree of understanding 
on the methodological 
concepts and ethical 
procedures used (or not) 
by the authors of the 
article 

Student has shown a small 
degree of understanding 
on the methodological 
concepts and ethical 
procedures used (or not) 
by the authors of the 
article 

Knowledge and Use of the 
Literature  

Student has shown strong 
evidence of reading core 
and supplementary texts 
seen from an extensive use 
of in-text citations and 
from more than minimum* 
number of references 

Student has shown enough 
evidence of reading core 
and supplementary texts 
seen from adequate use of 
in-text citations with 
minimum number of 
references 

Student has shown some 
evidence of reading core 
and supplementary texts 
seen from a fairly 
minimum use of in-text 
citations and from less 
than minimum number of 
references 

Student has shown little 
evidence of reading core 
and supplementary texts 
seen from insufficient use 
of in-text citations and 
from less than minimum 
number of references 

Constructing Academic 
Discourse  

Student has structured the 
assignment effectively, 
adopted an appropriately 
academic style and tone. 
This includes perfect 
format (Thesis Statement, 
Topic sentences, 
introduction, body, and 
conclusion paragraphs), 
perfect spelling and 
vocabulary, and mostly 
perfect grammar. 

Student has structured the 
assignment rather 
effectively, adopted an 
academic style and tone 
with occasional 
inaccuracies. This includes 
incomplete components of 
Thesis Statement, topic 
sentences, introduction, 
body, and conclusion 
paragraphs, perfect 
spelling and vocabulary, 
and adequately accurate 
grammar. 

Student has structured the 
assignment in a way that 
slightly deviates from 
academic style and tone. 
This includes incomplete 
components of Thesis 
Statement, topic 
sentences, introduction, 
body, and conclusion 
paragraphs, occasional 
mistakes in spelling and 
vocabulary, and fairly 
inaccurate grammar. 

Student has structured the 
assignment in a way that 
deviates from academic 
style and tone. This 
includes the inexistence 
several of the components: 
Thesis Statement, topic 
sentences, introduction, 
body, and conclusion 
paragraphs, and includes 
frequent mistakes in 
spelling and vocabulary, 
and highly inaccurate 
grammar. 

GROUP WORK ASPECT : 50% 

Closed-envelope/confidential letters on group members’ performance (can be written in English, Indonesian, or combination. As long as it is clear, 
there is no problem.) 



RUBRICS FOR FINAL PAPER ASSESSMENT 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY IN ELT 

(Essays done in groups) 
 
        Grade on essay + (% group work x Grade on essay) 

GRADE  = _____________________________________________________________  

     2 

 

Example: Grade on essay 80; Grade on group work 85 

80 + (85% x 80) 80 + 68   148 

Grade =___________________ = ____________________ = _____________________ = 74 

  2        2   2 
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